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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )IEl Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 April 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)IEl This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 2 and 8-10 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Double Patenting 

Claiml , 8-10 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory double 
patenting over claims 1-9 of U. S. Patent No. 7,012,627 since the claims, 
if allowed, would improperly extend the "right to exclude" already granted 
in the patent. 

The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully 
disclosed in the patent and is covered by the patent since the patent and 
the application are claiming common subject matter, as follows: 
entering/leaving a room, moving the associated material from the side 
bar in a direction and displaying in the side bar of a room material 
selectively descriptive of other rooms only to which a user is authorized 
by access control lists for the other room. 

Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant was 
prevented from presenting claims corresponding to those of the instant 
application during prosecution of the application which matured into a 
patent. See In re Schneller, 397 F.2d 350, 158 USPQ 210 (CCPA 1968). 
See also MPEP § 804. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent 
or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed 
under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
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subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the 
English language. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Ludolph et al. [US. 5,943,053]. 

As to claim 2, Ludolph et al. teach a method for selectively 
displaying a plurality of rooms, comprising the steps of: displaying 
content material in a page of said room (figure 2, column 4, lines 32-67); 
displaying page associated material in a side bar of said room (figure 2, 
column 4, lines 35-50); responsive to entering a room, moving said 
associated material descriptive into said side bar from a first direction 
(column 6, lines 12-63); and responsive to leaving said room, moving 
said associated material from said side bar in a direction different from 
said first direction (column 8, line 52 through column 9, line 28). 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the 
basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 
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This application currently names joint inventors. In considering 
patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner 
presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly 
owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 
CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that 
was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order 
for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(c) and 
potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or(g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ludolph et al. [US. 5,943,053] 

As to claims 8 and 9, Ludolph et al. teach displaying rooms from 
plurality of rooms (column 4, lines 51-67), each room including a page 
display and a corresponding side bar display (column 4, lines 12-50), 
comprising: removing side bar material corresponding to a first page 
display from said side bar in a first direction (column 6, lines 12-63) when 
leaving a first room in said plural rooms and inserting side bar material 
corresponding to a second page display into said side bar in said first 
direction when entering a second room higher in said plural of rooms 
(column 8, line 52 through column 9, line 28); and removing side bar 
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material corresponding to said first page display from said side bar in a 
second direction when leaving said first room in said plural of rooms and 
inserting side bar material corresponding to a third page display into said 
side bar in said second direction when entering a third room lower in said 
plural of rooms; thereby providing in said side bar a visual impression of 
respectively moving up or down said plural of rooms (column 9, lines 12- 
52). 

Although Ludolph teaches multiple room organized his system, Ludolph 
fails to clearly teach or suggest the room being organized in a 
hierarchical manner. However, official notice is taken that implementation 
of hierarchy of rooms was well known in the computer art. It would have 
been obvious to one skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, 
to combine the well known implementation with the teachings of Ludolph 
et al. 

Motivation of the combination is for the advantage to provide multi-level 
accessed security. 

. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ludolph et al. [US. 5,943,053] in view of Shaffer et al. 
[US. 7,065,785]. 

As to claim 10, Ludolph et al. teach displaying rooms from plurality of 
rooms (column 4, lines 51-67), each room including a page display and a 
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corresponding side bar display (column 4, lines 12-50), comprising: 
removing side bar material corresponding to a first page display from 
said side bar in a first direction (column 6, lines 12-63) when leaving a 
first room in said plural rooms and inserting side bar material 
corresponding to a second page display into said side bar in said first 
direction when entering a second room higher in said plural of rooms 
(column 8, line 52 through column 9, line 28); and removing side bar 
material corresponding to said first page display from said side bar in a 
second direction when leaving said first room in said plural of rooms and 
inserting side bar material corresponding to a third page display into said 
side bar in said second direction when entering a third room lower in said 
plural of rooms; thereby providing in said side bar a visual impression of 
respectively moving up or down said plural of rooms (column 9, lines 12- 
52). 

Ludolph fails to clearly teach or suggest the hierarchy of rooms. 
However, official notice is taken that implementation of hierarchy of 
windows was well known in the computer art It would have been obvious 
to one skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to combine the 
well known implementation with the teachings of Ludolph et al. 
Motivation of the combination is for the advantage to provide multi-level 
accessed security. 

Ludolph fails to clearly teach associating with each room in said 
hierarchy of rooms a respective access control list identifying users 
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authorized to view said room; displaying in said side bar of a parent room 
material selectively descriptive of child rooms only to which said user is 
authorized by access control lists for said child rooms; 
However, Shaffer et al. teach associating with each room in said plural of 
rooms a respective access control list identifying users authorized to 
view said room (column 1 , lines 30-55); displaying in said side bar of a 
parent room material selectively descriptive of child rooms only to which 
said user is authorized by access control lists for said child rooms 
(column 5, lines 10-56); 

It would have been obvious to one skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine the Shaffer's teaching with the 
teachings of Ludolph et al. Motivation of the combination is for the 
advantage of the security purpose. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Mylinh Tran. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 
3:00PM at 571-272-4141. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application 
or proceeding is assigned are as follows: 

571-273-8300 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either 
Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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